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Case Reported this Week. 


H. H. Fanshawe, A Solicitor, Re. Ex parte Dillamore..................... 733 





Current Topics. 
Vacation Business. 


In THE Vacation Court, last Wednesday, Mr. Justice Surrow 
refused to hear in the case of two companies petitions for the 
reduction of capital in accordance with the rule he had laid 
down at the beginning of the Vacation. Though the list was 
not a very long one, the court did not rise until past six o’clock, 
leaving one case part heard. 


The Revision Courts. 
As Hap been anticipated, the decision of the Court of A 
in Kent v. Fittall (54 W. R. 225) has had a very extensive effect 
upon the new registration lists, and questions of separate occupa- 
tion resulting from that case are taking up a considerable part 
of the time of the revision courts. Section 5 of the ee 
include any 


part of a house where that part is se ly occupied as a 
Sodting and that “‘ lodgings” shall include any apartments or 
lace of residence, whether furnished or ed, in a 
Soeiiag hours Before Kent v. Fittall it had been assumed, 
in reliance upon Bradley v. Bayliss (30 W. R. 823, 8 
Q. B. D. 195), that where a house was let out in 
tenements these would not constitute separate dwelling- 
houses if the landlord himself resided on the i 
He was presumed to retain a general which 
reduced the other occupants to the position of lodgers. 
But it was held in Xen¢ v. Fittall that this test was not correct, 
and that while - ——— of the landlord in the house — 
a presumption that the other occupants were lodgers, yet they 
name entitled to rebut this a and to have their 
names placed on the list as occupiers if they could establish that 
the landlord reserved to himself no right of control. “On 
principle,” said Cottins, M.R, “I cannot say that the 








occupation by the landlord of a distinct subject-matter is any 


| more a bar than if he lived next door or in the next street. 


The only thing which prevents the occupier from being entitled 
to the franchise is if his occupation is such that he cannot be 
properly described as an ocoupier. If it is an independent 
oceu = and not the occupation of another person, he is 
entitled.’ 


Separate Occupation. 

Tux errscr of this statement of the law as to separate dwell- 
ings for the purpose of the occupier’s vote has been to swell 
oe 4 largely the registration lists as prepared y the authorities, 
and also to swell very | the number of objections. In 


the case of all these additional names it is a question of fact 
whether the resident has that separate control of his dwelling 
which entitles him to the occu franchise. From a state- 


ment made by the town clerk of Islington at one of the revision 





courts for that borough before Mr. Paun Srarcxnanp last 
Saturday, it appears that the names on the oceupiers’ list of that 
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portion of the Parliamentary borough which was also in the muni- 
cipal borough numbered 52,421 as against 38,241 in 1905, being 
an increase of 14,180 names. The objections to the list numbered 
4,282, as against 409 last year, and the claims 3,262, as against 
1,124 last year. In other boroughs the lists shew corresponding in- 
creases, and it isnow for the revising barristers to ascertain whether 
the facts in each case justify the change. This has already led 
to a good deal of minute investigation into the domestic arrange- 
ments of tenants, and though there appears to be a disinclination 
to accept a rough and ready test as of general application, yet 
the time at the disposal of the courts obviously does not allow o 
the prolonged investigations which theoretical accuracy might 
require. It may be noticed that in South St. Pancras Mr. 
Epwarp Onrrry, in making a preliminary statement as to the 
effect of Kent v. Fittall, said that he should give very 
great weight to the results of the inquiries made by the 
agents appointed for the purpose by the overseers, and should 
assume that all matters of fact, especially as to control or non- 
control, had been duly investigated. But this does not avoid 
the necessity of examination into the facts in contested cases, and 
the present revision is likely to result in some important 
decisions as to the circumstances which constitute absence of con- 
trol by the landlords. Attempts to make the point depend upon 
the possession of a latchkey have, of course, failed. A latchkey is 
the right of a lodger as well as of an occupier. And no other 
ready test has at present been established, though the right to go 
in and out, or to play the piano, at all hours, reasonable ang 
unreasonable, has been suggested. 


The Recovery of Sunken Treasure. 


Tue xaw relating to the rights of the finder of lost goods has 
been often discussed, but we cannot remember to have read any 
discussion as to the property in treasure raised from the bottom 
of the sea. It is rumoured that at least one of the vessels of 
the Spanish Armada which were sunk near the English coast 
contained boxes of gold coin, and plans have been made for 
raising these boxes to the surface om making a fair division of 
their contents amongst those who have assisted in raising them. 
If the gold should happen to be lying at a spot within the 
territorial jurisdiction of this country it is probable that anyone 
who succeeded in raising it would have the right to appropriate 
it to his own use, The Crown or the lord of the manor could 
hardly claim it as wreck. It has been held, indeed, that the 
owner of land who is in actual possession has a title to valuables 
found upon his premises as against the actual finder: South 
Staffs Waterworks Co. v. Sharman (1896,2 Q.B. 44; 24 W. R. 
653), but this would hardly apply to the bed of the sea, even if a 
territorial title existed. We cannot imagine, however, that the 
Government of this or any other country in its natural anxiety 
to increase its revenues would have neglected to prefer some 
claim to the profits from treasure extricated from the ocean if 
any suitable occasion had presented itself. Any well-recorded 
instance of the recovery of gold or jewels from the sea would, 
it seems to us, have been quickly followed by a legislative 
ordinance making due provision for the relative rights of the 
State and its subjects. The sacred thirst for gold has always, 
however, induced mankind to make light of difficulties, and we 
are not surprised to hear that a syndicate has been formed with 
the object of raising Spanish vessels which are supposed to have 
lain for centuries at the bottom of the ocean. 


An Official Notice from the German Court of 
Probate. 

Ir may be of interest to contrast the form of a notice which 
sad ve ge ag Court of Strasburg, as a court of probate, has 
in the Times newspaper with the forms which are 
customary in this country. The notice sets forth that Gzore 
Voor, a native of Strasburg, died last May, his wife having 
predeceased him, and that he had made his last will constituting 
as his heirs his son and daughter (describing them). The notice 
goes on to say that he had another son who died so far back as 
the year 1889 at the age of twenty-eight years, and that this son 
is alleged to have made a secret marriage which is invalid 
according to English law, at all events the registrar was not 
present at the marriage, and that it is also alleged that there 
are children of this marriage,two of them being known 


f | fail to observe it, it is more than 





as Gzorc and Frory. Upon the application of the survyiyigg 


children of the testator persons having rights of inherit. 
ance to the succession of the testator, especially the repregey. 
tatives of the children of the dece son, are requestel 
to give notice of their rights of inheritance and to produce thy 
proofs at the latest on the 23rd of November next, in th 
chamber of the court on pain of preclusion. This notic, 
framed with all the precision of a pleading or affidavit, is no 
likely to escape the attention of the alleged claimants supposing 
them to be resident in this country, and even if they thomselyg 
possible that it may catch th 
eyes of friends and acquaintances. The English p 

which disdains all narrative and is satisfied by a bald notig 
requiring all persons having claims on a particular estate to send 
them in before a day specified, is not in many cases so likely tp 
be effective. The notice which appears in the Zimes is stated tp 
be an official translation into English by the official translaty 
of the court. We have no wish to criticize his performance, but 
the phraseology of the notice is calculated to raise a smil 
among Englishmen and to confirm us in our opinion that tran. 
lations should, if possible, be revised by a native of the county 
the language of which is being used. 


Personal Property and the Statute of Limitations, 


Ir 1s one of the peculiarities of the various statutes which ay 
known collectively as the Statute of Limitations that, though 
some period is assigned within which most actions, whether 
relating to property, or whether founded upon contract or tort, 
must be brought, there is no statute relating generally 
personal property. Hence, while claims to interest secured upm 
real property are liable to be barred under section 42 of th 
Real Property Limitation Act, 1833, there is no corresponding 
limitation upon the recovery of interest charged upon personal 
property. This was recognized by Kay, J., in Mellon 
v. Brown (388 W. R. 782, 45 Ch. D. 225), where in m 
action brought in 1889 for foreclosure of a mortgage o 
personal estate created in 1875, it was held that, in taking 
the account, interest must be allowed for the whole peril 
since 1875. There was no analogy, so Kay, J., observed, 
between real and personal estate which made it incumbent 
upon a court of equity to apply to personal estate a ba 
similar to that which the Legislature had enacted for real estate, An 
interesting application of the same rule is afforded by the rect 
case of Re Stucley, Siucley v. Kekewich (54 W. R. 256; 1906, 
1 Ch. 67) in the Court of Appeal. In 1874 the plaintiff assignsl 
to his father absolutely a reversionary interest, subject to the 
father’s life interest, in a legacy of £5,000 in consideration d 
£1,500 then expressed to be paid. In fact the £1,500 was nove 
paid. In an action brought in 1904, after the father’s deatl, 
the son claimed that the assignment was by way of mortgage 
only, but in this he failed. There remained, however, the que 
tion as to the effect of the omission by the father to pay tle 

urchase-money, and it was held that the £1,500, and als 
interest at £4 per cent., were secured by a vendors 
lien ; and since there was no statute which limited the amout 
of the arrears of interest to be recovered, these extended over the 
full thirty years back to the date of the assignment. 


Damage by Subsidence. 
Wirn ererencs to the subject of our article last weil 
on “ Damage by Subsidence” a learned correspondent sugges 
that Romer, L.J., who differed from the majority of the Uo 
of Ap in Zunnicliffe § Hampson (Limited) v. West 
Colliery Co. (1906, 2 Oh. 22), based his decision on a view of 
facts essentially different from that adopted by the Master of tit 
Rolls. The latter assumed at the commencement of his judgmett 
that the subsidence was continuing, for he quoted the eg 
the official referee to the effect that the subsidence 
going on some time, and after a temporary abatement was ® 
continuing. Romer, L.J., on the other hand, used words Ww 
signified an elimination from his mind of any question 
continuous subsidence, however slow. He rejected that elemel 
of damage which was ‘‘ based entirely on the fear of futu” 
subsidences and not on a continuation of the existing 
sidence.” The words in the head-note, “future subsidence,” shoul 
therefore, it is suggested, have been so qualified as to denote 
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— 
future extension, unknown in duration and effect, of the present 
continuing subsidence, and not, as Lord Justice Romer 
the problem, a future fresh—that is to say, distinct and severable 


—subsidence. 


“TERE ARE, however,” our correspondent adds, ‘‘clear indica- 
tions in the judgment of the Master of the Rolls of a desire to 
rely on the depreciation of market value as the fair measure of 

, even if there should be included in that depreciation 
the result of a general apprehension, possibly unfounded, 
sentimental, and temporary, of a future distinct age which 
would give, should it occur, a fresh cause of action. He gave 
his opinion that this particular head of damage flowed directly 
from the already consummated cause of action, but it is sub- 
mitted that what is clearly an anticipation of a cause of ‘action 
which is at present imaginary cannot flow with any legal direct- 
ness from another which only exists by reason of actual damage. 
The Master of the Rolls added that this same head of damage 
would form no part of a second cause of action should a fresh 
subsidence take place. If that beso it is arguable that the 
defendant would to some extent be technically purchasing a 
right tocommit a wrong. The Master of the Rolls illustrated 
his meaning by the following example; he supposed the third 
party, say O., to have purchased damaged premises from the 

intiffs, A., at the price diminished by reason of the fear of a 

ture subsidence. When, in this test example, the fresh 

subsidence takes place and gives rise to an action against B.— 
that is, the colliery company—O. can only recover from B. the 
difference between the market value after the second 
subsidence and that at which he bought; therefore B. does 
not pay a second time that which he has already 
paid to A. in respect of the first diminution of selling value. 
But let us suppose that before O. buys a considerable time has 
elapsed without a fresh subsidence, that the fear of such taking 
place has itself subsided, and that the property has consequently 
poet such a selling value as it would hoo had after the first 
subsidence, provided that the fear of a second had been elimi- 
nated or that the cause of action attached to a second subsidence 
had been generally regarded as sufficient security against 
such an event. Then it follows that C., having bought 
at the true price would, if a second and serious subsidence 
should occur, be in a position to recover from B., firstly, that 
which B. had already paid to A. on the ground of risk of future 
subsidence; and, secondly, as much more as would with the 
former cover the second actual depreciation of the selling value. 
Or, in the event of the second subsidence causing but slight 
damage, is B. to be allowed to reap a benefit from the second 
subsidence he has caused and to counterclaim for the larger sum 
which he has already paid, though not to C., on that account ?” 
These questions illustrate the difficulties whidh, as we have 
pointed out, may arise out of the inclusion of the risk of future 
subsidence in assessing damages for an actual subsidence. 


A Double Income Tax. 


Iy szverat of the revenue cases which have been recently 
argued in the High Court, and which related to income tax 
imposed by the Imperial Government on English companies 
carrying on business abroad, complaint was made that the effect 
of the decision of the court was to subject merchants to a 
double tax in respect of their profits from the same business ; 
and we understand that British firms and companies have a 
similar grievance against colonial governments, being taxed by 
the colonial revenue authorities upon a proportion of their gain, 
and being also obliged to include the same profit in their income 
for taxation p s in this country. But we know of no 
maxim of law or taxation which prohibits a double tax; the 
country which places an impost upon any one within its juris- 
diction is not bound to consider the amount of any taxes which 
he may be required to pay out of the jurisdiction. It is 
possible that some arrangement might be made between England 
and her colonies with respect to duplicate taxation, but the 
matter is attended with much difficulty. 








Lord Loreburn will visit Annan on the 11th of October to receive the 
freedom of the burgh and to open the Carnegie Free Library. 





Lord Lindley on the Trade 
Disputes Bill. 


Tue Zimes of the 6th inst. contained an important contribution 
from Lord Linptzy on the demands of trade unions, and it 

robably indicates the line of attack which will be made on the 
rade Disputes Bill when that measure comes before the House 
of Lords. At present the <7 rs before it the recom- 
mendations of the Trade Disputes Commission contained in the 
report issued at the ——- of the year, and also the much 
more drastic proposals of the Bill as amended in Committee of 
the House of Commons. Lord Linpixy’s — is shewn by 
the following passage which forms the conclusion of his article : 

‘* Many of the recommendations contained in the recent ort on 
trade disputes are free from objection, and might be safely embodied in a 
statute ; but some of these recommendations go too far, as is pointed out 
by the dissenting Commissioners, and as the foregoing observations are 
intended to shew. The Bills before Parliament go much further than 
the recommendations of any of the Commissioners, and are in many respects 
so unjust that it is credible that even the present House of 
Commons will pass them. The House contains many more fair-minded 
men than extreme enthusiasts, who their own grievances and are 
blind to the consequences to others which the measures they advocate 
would inevitably produce.” 

Lord Linpizy consequently declines to advance even so far as 
the majority of the Royal Commission (Lord Dunzpm, Mr. 
Arruur Conen, K.C., and Mr. Sipnzy Wess), and he is 
considerably behind the present majority of the House of 
Commons. The particular points with which he deals are the 
proposed amendment of the law of conspiracy and picketing, and 
the liability of trade union funds for arising through 
torts committed in the course of trade disputes. The trade 
unions, he says, demand “(1) an alteration of the law of 
conspiracy, and power to watch, beset, picket, and otherwise 
annoy those who oppose them or render their strikes ineffectual. 
They disclaim all right to use violence or threats of violence or 
to break contracts, but all other methods of compulsion they 
want liberty to use. (2) They demand power to use the funds 
of the union to support stitien, and yet to protect such funds 
from all claims to dam: occasioned by the strikers and others 
in carrying out their orders.” 

The alteration in the law of conspiracy to which Lord 
Luypizy refers was treated by the majority of the Trade 
Disputes Commission as the proper consequence of the change 
effected by the rg me | and Protection of Property Act, 1875. 
The change was designed to alter the rigour of the criminal law 
in favour of trade unions, and it was enacted by section 3 that 
“an agreement or combination by two or more persons to do or 
procure to be done any act in contemplation or furtherance 
of a trade dispute between employers and workmen shall not be 
indictable as a conspiracy if such act committed by one person 
would not be punishable as acrime.” This has toa large extent 
removed trade diputes from the scope of the criminal law, but, as 
appeared from Quinn v. Leathem (50 W. R. 139; 1901, A. C. 
495), it has not exempted them from corresponding liability 
to a civil action. he Trade Disputes Commission con- 
sidered that this wes an anomaly. It would be reasonable, 
said the majority, to recognize that by the Act of 1875 
it was conced that trade unions, who necessarily 
act by means of combination, should for the purposes 
of trade disputes be put in a special position, and while 
the protection then conceded was confined to the criminal 
side, they thought it might fairly be said that the civil side 
should be equally dealt with. They proposed accordingly that 
it should be enacted “‘ that an agreement or combination by two 
or more persons to do or procure to be done any act in contem- 
plation or furtherance of a trade dispute shall not be the ground 
of a civil action unless the ment or combination is indict- 
able as a conspiracy notwi ding the terms of the Act of 
1875.” The clause actually contained in the amended Trade 


Disputes Bill runs as follows: “An Act done in pursuance of an 
agreement or combination by two or more persons shall, if done 
in contemplation or furtherance of a trade dispute, not be 
actionable unless the act, if done without any such agreement or 
combination, would be actionable as a tort.” 

Lord Linney, so far from agreeing that this enactment is a 
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natural consequence of section 3 of the Act of 1875, regards that 
section as unsound in principle, and is strongly opposed to any 
extension of it. The vagueness which is objected to the law of 
conspiracy he regards as incidental to the nature of the subject. 
Conspiracy can no more be defined than fraud. He says: 

“*As regards definition and want of precision, it must be borne in 
mind that the acts sought to be prevented or remedied by legal proceed- 
ings for a conspiracy are as numerous and various in kind as are the acts 
sought to be prevented or remedied by legal proceedings based on fraud. 
Fraud can be described, but no one with any legal experience and good 
sense would venture accurately to define it. Experience shews that any 
precise definition of fraud would fail to include some forms of dishonesty 
which ingenious and unscrupulous persons might invent. A similar 
observation is true of conspiracy to compel obedience to commands.” 


_And the particular form of conspiracy which Lord Lixpizy 
wishes to prevent is the conspiracy to compel others to have no 
dealings with a man—the form of conspiracy, in fact, which 
was present in Quinn v. Leathem. The paragraph in which this 
is explained must be quoted at length : 


** A combination of several persons to do harm to another, and harm 
done to him in fact, does not necessarily give him a right of action. If 
the harm done is only the consequence of what the combination has a 
right to do, the harm is not actionable. The Mogul case shews this. But 
there is a broad distinction between doing harm to a person by abstaining 
from having any dealings with him and doing him harm by compelling 
others to have no dealings with him. One person cannot practically do 
much harm in this way, but a number of persons acting together may, 
and, if they do, is the injured person to have no remedy? What is done 
by many cannot be the same as the act done by one, and it is only by 
ignoring this obvious truth that it is even plausible to maintain that what 
it is lawful for one person to do ought to be lawful for several to do in 

A refusal by one person to deal with another is very different 
from a general boycott of him enforced by many persons acting in concert. 
Boycotting is an intolerable grievance, and it is not easy to relax the law 
of conspiracy without allowing boycotting with impunity.’’ 

To examine into the relation between the proposed change in 
the law and boycotting would be beyond the scope of the 

resent article. The majority report of the Trade Disputes 
Commies ion stated that ‘‘ the existence of a criminal sanction for 
conspiracy is a valuable preservative of order, and modern times 
have shewn that there are certain forms of oppression generally 
known as boycotting which can scarcely be met except by its 
aid”; and the separate memorandum on the civil action of con- 
spiracy by Mr. Anruvr Coney, concurred in by Lord Duxepr, 
Sir Goprrzy Lusnixeroy, and Mr. Sipnzy Wezs, concludes with 
the remark that nothing which has been urged by way of 
restricting the action “‘impugns in the slightest degree, or is 
intended to throw any doubt whatever on the proposition that 
in all cases where boycotting or any other act or agreement 
intended to cause injury is a misdemeanour or criminal offence 
a civil action can be maintained by the injured person.” 

Whether the Trade Disputes Commission considered that 
there would remain any check on boycotting in trade disputes 
if the proposed legislation were carried is, perhaps, not quite 
clear; but Lord Liypiey’s opinion is that there would not, 
and it is safe to assume that this is correct. Mr. Frepenic 
Haznisoy, in a letter to the TZribune of the 12th inst., boldly 
takes the question out of the domain of law and places it in 
that of politics. Trade disputes must, in the interest of the 
workmen themselves, involye the power of compulsion. Both 
Lord Lunpiey, he says, ‘‘and the lawyers and economists he 
represents shut their eyes to the dominant facts which separate 
trade questions from all ordinary matters of business. There 
are two governing facts which change every trade dispute and 
govern the whole law concerning them. The first is that every 
trade union 2 gpmerssoee. | fighting for ite very life against a 
secret, powerful, unscrupulous combination of capitalists who 
are ready to take any opportunity to destroy or cripple it.” The 
second fact relates to the alleged hostility of the tribunals to 
labour, and it is not n to quote further. Mr. Haraison’s 
contention is, that the existing law, if it stands in the way of 
trade unions and their aims, must be set aside, A trade 
union is to be treated as imperium in imperio with a natural right 
to the allegiance of all workmen, and this right involves the 
power of compulsion. Of course, Lord Linpiey would reject 
any such hypothesis altogether. ‘After all,” he says, “ trade 
unionists are a small proportion of working men; and to 
authorize by law the tyranny which they would be able to 
exerciss over those who refuse to side with them would be 





utterly opposed to their liberty, would be manifestly unjust) 
them and to all who might be desirous of employing or Working 
with them.” 

The last passage occurs in the course of Lord Liyonzgy, 
remarks on the proposed extension of the right of picketing 
The Bill authorizes persons ‘“‘to attend peaceably and in, 
reasonable manner at or near a house or place where a perm 
resides, or works, or carries on business, or happens to be if 
they so attend merely for the purpose of obtaining or comma. 
cating information or of persuading any person to work or abstaiy 
from working.” Lord Linpizy objects that this “ peaceab, 
persuasion ” conceals what is really wanted, which he says, is thy 
power of coercion. ‘“ Whatis wanted by trade unions is powe 
to coerce by numbers such persons as they cannot succeed in 
peaceably persuading by other means.” The extension of thy 
right of picketing really involves, his lordship considers, thy 
compulsion against which he is protesting. 

There remains the question of the protection of trade unig 
funds against payment of damages for wrongs done by them a 
their agents, and here Lord Liypiey has to some extent th 
Trade Disputes Commission on his side. The exemption ¢ 
trade unions from liability for damage was characterized in th 
report as opposed to the very idea of law and order and justics 
though recommendations were made for the separation of beneli 
funds and the exemption of funds of this class ; also for allowing 
the central authority of a union to protect itself against th 
unauthorized and immediately disavowed acts of branch agents 
The latter suggestion is rejected by Lord Liypey as incom 
patible with the law of principal and agent. He observes: 

‘¢ What would be thought if a bank sued for dishonouring a cheque, 
for misapplying money or securities entrusted to it, could defend itself by 
proving that it was the fault of one of its branches? The law of ageny 
often produces hardships on employers, but that is no reason for altering 
it in favour of trade unions so as to produce greater injustice to othe 
than it produces now to trade unions and other associations who canya 
their operations by agents.”’ 

The provisions of the Bill, however, make any distinctim 
between the centre and the branches unnecessary, and also the 
separation of benefit and general funds, for in its present fom 
trade unions are exempted from payment of damages for “ any 
tortious act alleged to have been committed by or on behalfd 
any trade union.” It is unlikely that the criticism levelled atthe 
Bill by Lord Luypt¥y will have the effect of altering all th 
clauses to which he objects, but he has done useful service ia 
calling attention to the probable effects of the measure, andi 
Parliament should prefer Mr. Fruperic Harrison's views # 
his, it will be realized that this is because political or socid 
requirements: necessitate a grave departure from the ordinay 
rules of law. 














His Honour Judge Moss, says the Times of the 11th inst., has given lis 
decision in a case heard at the Menai Bridge County Court, in whichs 
point of importance to farmers and farm labourers was raised under tie 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts. The applicant, a farm labourer, waslet 
by the respondent, his employer, to a neighbouring farmer to work withs 
threshing machine, and while he was thus employed the prong of # ha 
fork went into his eye and destroyed it. It is the custom of 
farmers to lend men one to the other for threshing and other purposs 
The men are under the cdntrol of the borrower, but their wages are 
by their regular employers ; and the question here was, who was liable # 

ay compensation [ section 1, sub-section 1, of the Act of 1897. His 
Ae pointed out that he was governed by the authorities from 
v. White Moss Colliery Oo. (20. P. D. 205) to Donovan v. Laing (18%,! 
Q. B. D. 629), and reluctantly found that at the time of the accident i 
applicant was not in the employ of the respondent. The application W# 
thevetons dismissed with costs. 

At the meeting of the Associated Chambers of Commerce at Brisd 
this week, Mr. R. H. Best (Birmingham) moved: ‘That, having regal 
to the hardship inflicted on British manufacturers by the operation of tH 
laws of Continental countries relating to the registration of designs, ¥ 
give no protection to designs not worked in such countries, this 
is of opinion that steps should be taken with the view of securing euch# 
amendment of the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Acts, 1883 to 19), 
as will make it compulsory for designs registered in the United K 
to be worked in the country, and that the President of the Board of Tr 
be asked to receive a deputation from this association on the subject 
The resolution wasadopted. Resolutions were next carried at the =< 
tion of the Liverpool Chamber, urging the Government to in 
legislation embodying the draft codes on collision and salvage agreed 
by the Brussels Diplomatic Conferehée of October, 1905, and se 
demanding an alteration of the present ad valorem duty on 
insurance policies to a uniform duty of u penny, as in the case of ff 
insurance polictes, ; 
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Cases of the Week. 


Before the Vacation Judge. 
Re H, H. FANSHAWE, A SOLICITOR. Ex parte DILLAMORE. 12th Sept. 
Detivery or Biri or Cosrs—ArTracnMENT. 


Motion for a writ of attachment. The respondent, Henry Horatio 
Fanshawe, had acted as solicitor to the applicant, Mr. Dillamore. On the 
8th of May, 1906, he was served with a notice of motion on behalf of the 
applicant that he be directed to render an account of all moneys he claimed 
to be due to him from Mr. Dillamore, both for advances and costs, and to 
deliver up certain books and papers belonging toMr. Dillamore. The motion 
came on for hearing before Swinfen Eady, J.,on the 11th of May, and was 
adjourned for a fortnight. On the 25th of May it again came on for hear- 
ing, and the respondent, by his counsel, gave an undertaking to deliver his 
bill of costs on or before the 30th of June, the motion again standing over. 
This undertaking was not complied with. The matter again therefore 
came before Swinfen Eady, J., on the 20th of July, but at the respon- 
dent’s request stood over for a week, he to deliver his bill of costs in the 
meantime. On the 27th of July, this not having been done, Swinfen 
Eady, J., made a four-days order in the terms of the notice of motion, and 
this order was personally served on the respondent on the 24th of August, 
it being slleged that he had attempted to evade service thereof. The 
In his affidavit the respondent alleged that he had 
lately removed from his former offices to his present place of business, 
and that the papers necessary to enable him to pees @ proper bill of 
costs had been in consequence mislaid, but that he was prosecuting a 
diligent search for them, and would comply with the order as soon as he 
found them. 

Surron, J., said that this affidavit had been before Swinfen Eady, J., who 
had not apparently paid much attention to it. He could not go behind the 
order, and the writ of attachment must issue, but it would lie in the office 
fora fortnight.--CounsEL, Bramwell Davis, K.C.; J. C. Gordon; W. E. Bail. 
Soricitors, Fowler § Co. 

[Reported by W. L, L. Bex, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 








New Orders, &c. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1900. 


TABLE A. 
ERRATUM. 


In the 74th clause of Table A, published in the London Gazette of the 
3lst of July, ‘‘ consolidation ’’ should be substituted for ‘‘ consideration.” 
—Gazette, 7th September. 








Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 


The fourth session of the new system of lectures amd classes inaugurated 
by the Law Society began at the society's hall on Monday night, when the 
Principal delivered the first lecture of his course on real property and 
conveyancing to final students, and Mr. Robertson Dunlop the first 
lecture of his intermediate course on civil injuries. At the close of the 
lectures, Mr. Henry Attlee, the president, distributed the prizes awarded 
on the work of the session 1905-6, and certificates of distinction awarded 
toistudents at the first two terminal examinations of the year. The first 
and second prizes for final students were equall vided between 
Mr. 0, A. Davis and Mr, F, A. Carlton Smith; the third prize went 
to Mr. H. R. Hart. The first and second prizes for intermediate 
students were awarded to Mr. R. A. Dunstan and Mr. H. M. Bowden 
respectively. The president in the course of an address expressed 
the hope that in the near future it would be possible for the 
Council of the society to become more intimately acquainted with the 
students, in whom they took the greatest possible interest. They were 
entering a great profession and should be careful to uphold its honour 
iy should learn to appraise rightly the character of the men in the pro- 
fession whom they were going to select as ideals. If the profession were 
ever to rise to a higher plane of usefulness, it could only be by the resolution 
of each of its members to live his own life with ree | and courage. Their 
profession was one in which their influence would tell very go the 
more because it was unseen and worked silently, Sir ‘Albert llit, in 
moving a vote of thanks to the president, said the society’s students had 
how as good a school of law as it was possible for them to possess, He 
hoped that solicitors would be the advocates of the future. Professor Jenks, 
a and director of legal studies, seconded the motion, which was 








. Chester, on the 6th inst, twenty-five passive resisters were summoned, 
Gluding his Honour Judge Samuel Mos’ and eight Nonconformist 
rs. Judge Moss wrote that he ho that this would be the last 


The Education Rate. 


The Daily News gives the following report of observations made at 
Swainsthorpe (Norfolk) Petty Sessions on the 7th inst. by Lord Lindley. 
His lordship, who is chairman, thought it desirable to make some observa- 
tions concerning the decision of the Court of Appeal in the 
education rate case, confining what he said to the effect to be given to that 
judgment by justices of the peace at petty sessions. 
unanimous in its finding, but the ing was 
tional authorities have not fixed or 
in non-provided schools they were under no legal o 
such salaries in full, but might deduct from the 
be paid by the managers such an amount as might reasonably 
supposed to be paid for denominational religious teaching. 
decision went no further. The court had not to consider, and 
decide, that agreements by local education authorities to 
such teaching were invalid; that if such authorities fixed the salaries 
which they would pay they could afterwards lawfully refuse to pay the 
amounts so fixed. Some persons seemed to think that it had been decided 
that local education authorities could not bind themselves by such agree- 
ments, and could repudiate them if entered into. This, however, was a 
complete mistake. ‘There was as yet no decision to this effect, whatever 
there might be in the future. The education authorities were the persons 
to decide the amount required for educational both for provided 
and non-provided schools. This amount, when settled, was in rural 
districts demanded from the guardians of the as part of the county 
fund to be raised in the various unions, became a charge on the 
poor rates of the parishes which had to contribute to its payment, and 
these rates had to be raised by overseers as part of the poor rates. 
In fact, the poor rate for any parish or district was raised not only for the 
relief of the poor, but also for all other — the expense of which was 
by statute charged on the poor rates. ere were several such purposes. 
Neither the guardians, nor the overseers, nor the justices at petty sessions 
knew how the amounts charged on the poor rates had been arrived at. 
Nor was it their duty to inquire into the matter, nor had they any powers 
to require information about it. They had to do with the rate as a 
whole, and nothing else. They had no jurisdiction to review the decision 
of the education authorities, nor to ascertain whether they had demanded 
too much or too little. Neither had the justices at petty sessions any concern 
with how the money raised by the overseers was by the authorities to 
whom they pay the amounts which they had or paid over as required. 
The justices at petty sessions had no power to split up the poor rates into 
parts, nor to inquire into any of them, nor to correct any errors which 
might be discovered in the various amounts required to be raised. Justices 
of the peace must decide according to the law; but they were not 
entrusted with the power of administering all laws. Their jurisdiction, 
when sitting at petty sessions to deal with rates, was in truth very 
limited, They had to see that the rate had been made by the proper 
authority, and had been allowed and published as required by law, 
further, that the who objected to pay the amount demanded 
from him was liable to pay it. The j could not go behind 
the rate, and, except as above they could not entertain any 
objection to it. The local education authorities ought not to be summoned 
before the justices, and never were summoned, to defend a poor rate or any 
part of it. To adjourn an tion for a distress warrant, or to stay 
execution, simply a the decision v Hat Court of Appeal in ‘coal 
West Riding case, was to adopt a course very it to justify on any 
grounds, and one which justices could not safely follow. Whether local 
education authorities raised money in order to pay for denominational 
religious teaching, or whether they did not, the duty of the justices at 
sessions was to decline to enter into the question. Their duty was to 
the rate made by the overseers, and this would be their duty so long as 
the duties of justices in these matters were not altered by . lf the 
teachers were not paid their full salaries out of the rates difficulties would 
arise, and these difficulties would have to be solved by the Board of 
Education, or by the county courts, or the High Court, and not by justices 
of the peace. Passive resisters, unfortunately, must be expected, whichever 
course was adopted. All that it was apn gy Ang ef about them was that 
whatever Church or denomination, or sect they belonged to, they ough 
all to be judici treated in the same way—according’to law, and without 
fear or favour, tion or ill-will. Justices of the peace at petty sessions 
had no jurisdiction to redress their alleged grievances, 
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The German Emperor has invited the members of the International Law 
Association, who are holding a Conference in Berlin from the Ist to the Sth 
of October next, to be his guests at the Imperial Castle, Berlin, on the 
night of Wednesday, the 3rd of October. 
‘ Kissing the Book,” says the Globe in ‘‘ Wig and Gown,” “ continues to 
hold a share among the topics of the holiday season. One of the most 
interesting contributions to the discussion has come from a lady. ‘Some 
ears ago,’ she writes, ‘I went with my husband to the Court of 
bate regarding my mother’s will. The chiefs were absent, and the 
clerks were amusing themselves gymnastics. After wai 
some time my husband inquired, “‘ How do you gentlemen in 
we ge I us waiting?’’ After hunting about some time a clerk found a 
which he gave to me. It was so greasy and i 
to see if there was a clean spot within the covers 
dictionary.’ Even this experience is not without a Rel. court 
in Exeter some few years ago a witness was an old book with Mack 
covers held ¢ er by tape. . On the tape he found that the 
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occasion on which he had to made a public protest inst the existin 
condition of things. The bench made Lars Pe all nde og : . 


volume on which he was to be sworn was a work on arithmetic |’ 
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Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Atrrep Dovstz, C.C., of 91, Fore-street, Cripplegate, E.0., has 
been appointed a Commissioner of the Supreme Court of the Transvaal to 
Examine Witnesses and to Take Affidavits in all Suits pending in that 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Mr. Rusinsrei, who has practised at 5 & 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s- 
inn, London, for upwards of thirty years, has recently associated himself in 
SS Mr. Harry Ceci Myers, who resides at 62, Holland-park, 
W., and who has been with him a considerable time. The firm name has 
— been changed from Rubinstein & Co. to Rubinstein, Myers, 


Admission. 


Messrs. Tallent-Bateman & Thwaites, solicitors, of 40, Brazenose- 
street, Albert-square, Manchester, have taken into partnership Mr. 
Wiiusam Henry Woop Menzies, solicitor, who served his articles with 
Messrs. Nicholls, Lindsell, & Harris, solicitors, of Altrincham and 
Manchester, with whom he remained after his admission in March, 1901, 
and for whom he has for some time and up to this date acted as managing 
clerk. The new firm will practise under the style of Tallent-Bateman, 
oo & Menzies, using generally the shorter name of Tallent-Bateman 


Dissolutions. 


Tuomas Davies and Jonn Parry Srixnet7, solicitors (Davies & Sinnett), 

Aug. 29. All debts due to and owing by the said late firm will be received 
paid by the said Thomas Davies. | Gazette, Aug. 31. 

Tuomas Josern Gui, Tomas Laster Farrar, Georcz Hernerr 
Caantesworts, and James Gut Lister Farrar, solictors (Gill, Radford, 
& Co.), Manchester. June 30. By the retirement of the said 
oseph Gill. All debts due to or owing by the said firm will 
be received and paid by the said Thomas Lister Farrer, George Herbert 
Charlesworth, and James Gill Lister Farrar, who continue the said practice 
under the present style or firm of Gill, Radford, & Co. 

Tuomas Wriu14M James and Bexsamts Davin Tuomas, solicitors (T. W. 
James & Thomas), Swansea. Aug. 31. All debts due to and owing by 
the late firm will be received and paid by the said T. W. James, by 
whom the business will be carried on in his own name at the same place as 
heretofore. [ Gazette Sept. 7. 





General. 


At Bury St. Edmunds, on the 6th inst. ten passive resisters urged that 
the sectarian part of the rate could not be legally enforced, and requested 
the magistrates to ———- any order respecting such portion. The Mayor 
(Alderman Bullen) said the opinion of the majority of the bench was 
a refusal to grant distress warrants could not be legally justified under the 
law, as it was now declared, any more than it could before. They were 
advised that if they refused to issue warrants they would be subject to a 
mandamus directing them to do their duty. 

At Mariborough-street, on Tuesday, the 11th inst., John Smith, of 
Pollen-street, Hanover-square, was summoned before Mr. Denman for 

himself to be a solicitor in applying for a debt 

on of Mr. T. F, Mathews, a bootmaker, of Lower Porchester-street, 
W. Mr. Robert Humphreys, solicitor, who prosecuted on behalf of the 
Law Society, said that the defendant in applying for the debt wrote: 
“ Sir,—We are instructed by Mr. T. F. Mathews to apply to you for payment 
of £2 10s. owing by you, and if you wish to save yourself trouble and costs 
of please remit the amount within three days, failing which we 
have instructions to proceed without further notice to you.’ The expres- 
sions in that letter, Mr. Humphreys said, were those always employed 
by a solicitor, and the style of the letter paper and heading were the same 
as used by solicitors. Detective-inspector Smale gave evidence of having 
interviewed the defendant on the matter, and Mr. Arthur 8. Ward, a 
of porsaneg ig Re to having received the letter in 
In defence, Mr. said that the letter was a form composed 
by his , Mr. Paisley, in the debt collecting business. Mr. Paisley 
had the office, and he (defendant) by accident allowed a letter copied 
ge pte gpa tema ee to be sent ont. He had no inten- 
of committing a of the law. Mr. Denman came to the 
conclusion that the reasonable construction to be put on such a letter by 
recipient would be that it came from asolicitor. The defendant would 
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Mr. Plowden, says the Tribune, gave his decision at West London, on the 
Sone William — Bom 9 ate of 

4 e a separation order obtain inst him 
by his wife, on the of desertion, discharged on the pin of her 
hearing the evidence shewed that both the 


Ae 
ao Se Sons at ihe aeseen 6 maptonenee Gee fo bes: ude 
the order, as she had been guilty of misconduct, 


the order for maintenance must be discharged. The case seemed 
to him to illustrate very forcibly the futility—the worse thay 
futility—that might attend the decree of judicial separation. Ip 
the eye of the law when such a decree was granted, the wife was con. 
sidered to have obtained the full measure of redress to which she wags 
entitled by the desertion of her husband. Whether she was aware that 
single lapse on her part would render her liable to be deprived of her 
claim on her husband for support was doubtful—that consideration wag 
probably absent from most women under such circumstances. The 
position of the parties, therefore, was this: That the husband ‘had ful] 
reason to congratulate himself on the success of his scheme. He had 
exchanged the society of his wife for that of another woman without 
being called upon—as it now turned out—to contribute to the 
support of his wife. ‘The ition of the wife was that she lost 
everything. She had lost her ony, andif one peeped into the future 
it was clear that if she should fall out of work she would drift into the 
workhouse. Then there was the question of the children. These must 
revert tothe custody of their father, who could take them away from his 
wife and introduce them into his home—and what a home it was !—where 
he was livingin open sin. That was the future of the children. If in this 
case, added his worship, the magistrate had had power to grant a divorce this 
train of consequences would have been prevented. He accordingly dis- 
charged the order, and directed the husband to pay his wife the arrears of 
maintenance due. 


Among a list of 1,046 rate summonses down for hearing on the 6th inst,, 
says the Tribune, at West Ham, Mr. J. Ratcliffe Cousens had to dispose of 
the cases of about forty-five passive resisters. The first case called on was 
that of C. Boardman & Sons, drapers, of the Broadway, Stratford, who 
were summoned in respect to arrears of poor rate to the total of 
£563 11s. 7d., and of £329 18s. as to the district rate. In reply to Mr, 
Ratcliffe Cousens, Mr. John Boardman, a member of the firm, said that 
none of the money had been paid because they had had a communication 
from the borough treasurer refusing to accept any sum less than the full 
amount of the rate. The firm was willing to pay all but £25, a sum 
which they deducted because it went towards denominational education,” 
He asked the magistrate, in view of the West Riding decision, to adopt the 
course taken at some other places, and adjourn the cases sine dic, Mr. 
Ratcliffe Cousens : How do you assess the amount at £25? Mr. Boardman: 
We saw the rating authorities, and we were informed that the cost of 
religious teaching in West Ham was calculated at an average of 2d. in the 
&. Mr. Ratcliffe Cousens said the decision in the West Riding case did not 
affect magisterial administrative work. The decision amounted practically 
to this—although the local authorities are not compelled to grant money 
to denominational teaching, if it does decide to do so the overseers are 
right in levying a rate. Their magisterial duty—the rate being properly 
made and signed—was merely administrative. He should make an order 
for the payment of all the balances unpaid, and issue distress 
warrants. . J. Boardman said that in view of the West Riding 
decision it might be that they would go to a higher court, and he 
did not understand that the local authority had a desire to go further, 
Mr. Cousens said that would not alter his opinion. He should make orders 
for the payment of the balances unpaid. The Rev. 8. W. Hopkins, 
— on behalf of the other defendants, as secretary of the local 

assive Resistance , said that it seemed to him that the decision 
of the Master of the Rolls was an authority and a statement of what the 
law was. Therefore the decision did affect the magisterial administration. 
Mr. Ratcliffe Cousens: I must differ. Where a council has chosen to lev 
a rate, such a rate is legal. The Rev.S. W. Hopkins added that it seemed 
to them a monstrous principle that a local authority could levy a rate 
which was not directly authorized by Act of Parliament. Mr. Ratcliffe 
Cousens: You will find that the result of the decision is that a local 
authority can or need not, as it pleases, ask the overseers to levy a rate for 
religious education. The usual orders were then formally made for the 
payments of the unpaid balances. 


Mr. E, Chitty, says the Times, began his revision of the voters’ lists in 
respect of South St. Pancras at the St, Pancras Town Hall on Saturday, 
the 8th inst. At the outset, he said, with reference to the case of Kenty. 
Fittall, that he had read the case very carefully. It seemed to him that 
the popular view of the decision in the Court of Appeal—namely, thatit 
pret a ¢ the whole status of the inmates of a house—was not borue out by 
a careful perusal of the case; but that it made a very considerable altera- 
tion of the law, or what was understood to be the law, there was no doubt. 
Formerly they had a very simple, rough-and-ready rule, based on the 
registration order, classifying voters as resident landlord, lodger, absent 

“ inhabitant occupier. That convenient rule of thumb they 
must now dismiss from their minds, But, except as to the relation 
of the landlord with the occupier, the law had not been altered. 
All that the case stated was this—that the residence of the land- 
lord was not in itself conclusive as to the status of inmates ; that wat, 
inmates might or ht not be lodgers or occupiers, according # 
whether the landlord did or did not exercise control over the inmates, 
The matter of control was very much simplified, because the Court of 
Appeal held in the case of Kent v. Fittall that the parrister’s finding ast 
control was conclusive. Therefore the onus lay upon him as to that. 
question was thus reduced to one of fact and not of law. The 
council, as overseers, had instituted a ae canvass by inquiry agents 
with respect to all the doubtful cases. He had read the instractions given 
the agents, and they seemed to him to be thoroughly in accordance 
the law. He should pive very great weight to the results of their inquiries, 
and assume that matters of fact eapecety as to control, or non 
control, had been duly investigated. if, n the course of their ing 





they found a resident landlord, the presumption was that the other inmates 
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of the house were lodgers. That was expressly stated. in the 
judgment t in Kent v. Fittall. Then it would be for those who said 
that the relation of landlord and lodger Mia not obtain to 
shew that there was such an absence of control that the presump- 
tion which the Master of the Rolls laid down was rebutted. 
reference to an objection subsequently taken, Mr. Chitty said he 
would not laid down any general rule as to what was control and 
what was not control. The question would be decided by the special 
circumstances of each case. Objection was taken to the claim of Mr. John 
York, of 17, Acton-street, Gray’s-inn-road, as an occupier. Mr. Collins, 
Conservative agent, alleged absence of control. Mr. York’s landlady 
asserted that she chained her door at half-past ten nightly ‘‘ unless other- 
wisearranged,” that she onlyallowed Mr. York to have a friend to stay with 
him subject to her consent, and that she permitted him to have a cat and 
nota dog. (Laughter.) The Liberal inquiry aE ye (Mr. Bellman) stated 
that Mr, York informed him he had sole control over his rooms, and his 
landlady corroborated this. Mr. Chitty struck out the name, but said he 
would afford an opportunity for an application for rehearing. 








To Execvtors.—VALUATIONS FoR Pronate.—Messrs. Watherston & cto 
Jewellers, ——— and Silversmiths to H.M. The King, 6, Vi 
(leading from Regent-street to Burlington-gardens and Bondl-etrost), 
London, W., Value, Purchase, or Arrange Collections of Plate or Jewels for 
Family Distribution, late of Pall Mall East, adjoining the National 
Gallery.—[Apvr. ] 








Winding-up Notices. 


London Gasette.—Fripay, 7. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liurrep 1x CHANCERY. 
Ausop Frour Process, Liurrzp—Creditors are required, on or before Oct 7, to send their 
names and addresses, a: _paclukeatgercbyptdeocteesone 
Dashwood House, New 


Care Maneanese One Co, Limttep—Creditora are are requi or before Nov 19, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their de {s or claims, toMr Albert John 
Howell, 21, Finsbuny-pven vmnt, Crump & Son, 

CuirTox Coxsouiparan Theres Mixes or Arizona, Luwrtep —Creditors are required, on 
before Oct 31, to send Tue canese Gull oiitatate, soak Gb meatiocines af their aioe 
or claims, to William Harold Wreford, 6, Dowgate hill, Cannonst. Greenip & Co, George 
st, Mansion House, solors for liquidator 

Lonvow Coxiszum, Limr1trep—Petn for winding up. ited Sept 5, directed to be heard 
before Warrington, J., Ah. pues ty Osborn Gade Ghee a 8 ee 
ae sane a ust reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon 0} 

Turner’s Moron Mawvuracturmra Co, Limitep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Oct 1, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of of their debts and claims, to 
W. Vincent Vale, 18, oe st, shang, tay 

London —Tvuespay, Sept. 1 
JOINT STOO COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1x CHANCERY, 

“A anpj R Man Liwirep,” Crry Mruts, Waxerrecp, Marsters (rx Voruntrary 
Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before names and 

and particulars of their claim to Wm Adgie, jun, and Wm H Plaits, 1, 03 1, Oxford 


8 
New] Puaxrx Baewery, Limitep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required,on or before 
to send their names and addresses, together with full sostiaien of their debts 
or + hed to Alfred Cotton Hi r, 10, Trinity sq, Tower hill 
Gotpriztps or MaTaBELeLanD, Liuitep—Petn for up, presented Aug 29, directed 
to be heard Sept 19. Hyman & Co, Guildhall chmbrs, hall 5 
= Notice fy ha 57 must reach the above-named not later 6 o'clock in the after- 
noon 0! 








e 
Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


London Garstte--Parsat, Bept. 1. 

am DAY. 

Ausor, Resxoca, Larch rd, Cricklewood Oct 15 Lydall & Sons, John st, Bedford row 
Asawortn, Epwunp, Bryn-y-menai, nr Menai Bridge Oct i0 Ashworth & Inman, 





et 0 Be 
are tt Oct. Palin & Pecniat Leiconter 
“aa ee 


Gorpoy, Wiii1aAmM Everarp Atrxonso, C B, Eastbourne Oct 13 Stapley, Eastbourne 
Greex, Mary, Hatfield Broad Oak, Easex Eesex Sept 20 Gee & Sons, Bishop’s Stortford 
Haxsy, Hanzter, East Retford, Ni Manufacturer Oct 26 Mee & Co, Retford 
ee ae yam me ey — Leo & he Mansfield 

Hiss, Ana B em Pesticiog, British Column 0 Oct 10 cio, Bradley Bom 

Hoyts, Rosest, Seaham Harbour, Durham, Waght © O: Co, Seaham 


Kayx, Maurice Epovarp, Paris, France Oct 13 Adler & Perowne, Copthall av 
Kewwetr, Sanau Ann, Leicester Nov 14 Leicester 

Keury, Magtayye, Watford Oct 8 Watford 

Kewsatt, Apa Manion, Morecambe Oct ,- yy 


Lez, 5 mn Wru14m, England In, Hampstead, Fraiterer Oct 15 Bull & Duncan, Old 
PER... ‘HomAs, Sunderland Oct8 Walker, Sunderland 

Nixow, Mary, Claybrooke, nr Lutterworth Nov 1 Daniel, Leicester 

Nocxo.ps, a og ee Saffron Walden, Essex, Land Agent Oct8 Ackland & Nockolds, 


Reveue Epsuunp, Lawrence, Essex 





Ramsgate Oct 4 st, Strand 
Perkins, Frances Janz, Torquay Oct 1 Hooper & Wollen, oo 
Raz, Rosert Rocurosr, Li a. ee Harrison & Burton, 
Rickerrs, Groner, Okeford Farmer Sept 29 Watts & Co, Yeovil 
Roz, Faxxy Hanger, Bat 1 ing, Ba 

TH, ELLEN Huicantra, Regent Regent’s ‘oct ~~ Sgegerntteerarers 
Srupp, Atyop Exnzst, eng RY 
Temrieton, Matiupa, Norton, Oct ‘ =: Emmet, Sheffield 
Tuavpp, Rey Horace egy MA, Devon Oct 1 Mortimer, Colyton, Devon 
WELLpEN, THomas, Oct8 Brown oe Deal 
Wittsox, Rev Wi Wrwxxe, Oxford Oct 8 & Co, William st 
Woopneap, Jonn Ramspex, , Leeds 30 Healey, r 
Yuo, Anxiz, Birkenhead, Chester, Sept 30 Mawson & Co, Birkenhead 


Lendon Gazetie.—Tunspay, Sept. 11. 


Apams, Janz, Rochdale Oct 11 spipley & 

Austin, Joun, Andover Oct 3 ef ineke tele ee See 

at pa Bawa, Oxford Oc Sete her & Camm, Dodley 

ULL, ZACHARIAH, 

Buctarp, Farp, Old Catton, Norfolk Oct 13 Norwich 

—— 3 Watree Lawer, KCMG, Wellington, New Zealand O28 Hillearys, Fen- 





Carr, 8a Parkwood Sheffield 29 Vickers & Co, Sheffield 
Quascaeen, Panena. rg eg Notts on 1 —, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Cuarkg, Janes, Over Peover, Chester, Farmer Oct 20 
Coorgr, ALraep Eanest, Norbiton Oct 11 Routh & Southampton st, Bloomsbury 
Ganrsipk, Joun, Blowick, Southport Oct13 Mayhew & Southport 
Harpy, Euiza, Formby, Lancs Oct 11 ee ay oe 
Heyworta, Eiza, Castleton, Rochdale Oct 11 ae 
He er Wisssin,Gouthampton O99 ‘Oct 30 * & Gulliford, Southampton 

‘ort, WILLIAM, age 
a ~~ tae Ferry, nr Birkenhead Oct 12 Woodburn & Holm, 


wee. ee mints Oct 11 — Newcastle Tyne 
Lampert, Bessy, Cheltenham Nov Rickerby, 
MANsELL, ANDREW, Little Ni Salop Oct 20 Corser & Shrewsbury 
Provision Agent Oct 8 


Morrirr, Wiiuiam ARrravuer, Bay, 
Ward, Newcastle upon 
‘Oct 25 Collins & Co, Liverpool 


New.ine, ARTHur Nox, Ro Rock , Chester 
Pravitt, Henry, Bedhampton, Hants Oct 14 
, Lines Oot 1 11 Paice & Cross, Clement's inn 


Rieer, E.utew Aweia, 





Rostnsow, Racpn, Li ll Davis, Li 
Sonoma, Sapenan, Victoria st, Solicitor Oct 31 Sanderson & Co, Queen 


——, ALexanper, New Springs, Aspull, Lancs Oct 7 Rowbottom & Milligan, 
Sourucott, ae, Monee, Ramauths Oct 7 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

Sourscorr, Mary Anna, Exmouth Oct 7 rps & Co, Exeter 

Gwere, Joun rm, , Sussex Morley & Co, Gresham House, OK 
Orem, Gearraupe Axx, Middleton on yeeefoe teat Yorks Oct 31 Wooler & Co, 


Tuaompsox, Epwaap pave, Richmond Merrimans & Thiriby, Mitre ct, Temple 
Wanpex, Avaustus Baooxe, Ealing Ty Siloman & Mecta, Soulhemgten ot: Dicom. 
Watson, RLLA Ayn, 


Northumberland Oct 3 
Woopavrr, Tuomas Joux, 1 Williamson, Deal a a 
Woopavrr, Carouive Axx, Deal Oct 1 Williamson, Deal 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gasette.—Fainay, Sept. 7. 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Kranz , Gateshead, 


ome, Pe Coventry, Fruit Salesman Coventry | Pocock, 

Horr, yy be, Job Master Pows.u, 
=. sa Gad Bane rgeae, Aylesbury 

Ph r., ‘be x Apert, Sali Biestagham, Butcher | Parserava, Duwcax, Saffron 
Ha Pet Sept 5 Ont 


Paroa, Josera Cale st, Chelsea, Publican 
Tureliter Dager Newcastle _— et See 0 Ty High 


Atay, Frank Woop, Albany rd, Camberwell, Grover aa ae Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 8 

High Court Pet Sept 5 0: Rossow, ABRANAM, Canonbury, Furrier High 
Axpnews, Davi, Eaton 45. Gea Oepe § Publican Luton | D#v, B, Bedford st, Stepney High Court Pot Aug 18 | Court Pet Anes. Get ug 33 > 

Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 Ord Birmingham, (ower 


Bawrazr & Co, Luoxert, 
Oi oe Meat tn, Merchants HighCourt Pet July July 27 er, Aytn % 


Bons, Gronar, 
Ord m4 
Baaptay, F W, Princes pl, 
Agent High Court Pet July 12 Ord Sept 3 
Davins, Caren Joux, Whitland, 


Carmarthen, 
Dut lien Boal oe Werf ek farmer | Mons Rerer “D 
pWwarp, Hoo erbu! ent, ULLIA, nat RNNIA, 
Rochester i Ord r 


Sept 1 Leicester Pet Aug 23 Ord 
Newton, we 38 Ord Aug tien, Farmer Lincola Oreos, Sates, 


CH 1 featvern Wells, Pheasant Dealer 
a ete 


Pet ~~ 
Paayars, Frances Keuuanp Soorr Le RONARD, Brewer at, 
Restaurant Keeper High Court ' Pet Sept 8 Pet A 


ug 
Hage, fous, Bury, Lancs, Plasterer Bolton Pet Sept.8 ——, 
J Paaraive Wyssy, Abe 
ans Gnonoe, Lin Lincoln, Collector of Tolls Lineoln Nal Te Wandsworth 





1 
bt ry Waren, Lincoln, Tobacconist Lincoln | Paoaiox, James ao iecem ‘ 
“Pot Bopt 4 Ord Gepr’¢ —? Dals ‘Sntuapue Mae ee 


, Dorset, Baker Poole Pet Aug 23 -—n~* Co, a Sea Fenchurch st High Court Pet Aug 
Duke st, St James’, Commission yey yg Oaaa Boston, Lincs, Higgler Boston | Sutts, Meee, Qatar & Get, Duta, Belhe Durham 


Sraxuey, Farprarcx Caaauas, 
, Commission | Mutrorp, ont Ly we amet a, West Kensington Wolverk Pet Sept 4° Ord Sept 4 


Pet Sept & Ord Sept 4 
Wolverhampton, Baker 


@rey Cloth Agent Manchester 


Manchester, Tia Trunk Mane- 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 


cea om agit Ded wage 4 


bie 5 iy ed — 


Leicester | Taoureon, Jon, 
Pet Aug 3 Ord 


eaten bat 4 Ori ot 4 
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Wyss, Aerave Jonas, Westcliff on anys Essex, Job Master 
Chelmsford Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 


Amended notice substitute’ for that published in the 
London Gazette of Aug 24: 
Tirrix, Eouunp, Birch, Essex, Butcher Colchester Pet 
July 24 Ord Aug 17 


Amended notice substituted for that yaians in the 
London Gazette of Sept 4 

Waatter, Taowas, Darwen, Lan1s, Painter 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 

RECEIVING — RESCINDED, AND ADJUDICA- 

ON ANNULLED. 

Harrison, C nies = James’ st High Court Pet July 13 

Ord Aug 4 Resc and Dismis Sept 3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Autes, Faanx Woop, ee rd, Camberwell,Grocer Szept 


Blackburn 


2at12 Bankruptcy b y st 

Bawteze & Co, Mark In, Merchants Sept 18 at 12 
B y bidge, Carey st 

Beaccuamp, Sugita Givevea Hitpa Manz, Langley Park, 
Norfolk 15at230 Off Rec, 8, King st, or wich 

Boxs. Georat, Poole, Dorset, Baker Sept i7at3 Of Ree, 


Midland Bank chnbrs, High st, Southampton 

Baavtey, F W, pl, Dake st, 8t James, Commission 

at Sept 19 at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Busca, Grorez Laweence, Middlesbrough oe Broker 
Sept 18 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Al ‘Albert rd, Middl dlesbrough 

Burrerwokrrs, a, ox, Balton, Lanes Sept 17 at 3.30 
19, Exchange st, Bo! 

—— Dena Kimberley , Notts, Joiner Sept 18 at 
ul 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Cuay, Rodin eoman Wolverhampton, Clerk me Bept 17 at 
11 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Constantine, Joux, Claverton st, Pimlico, Theatrical Agent 
Sept 17 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Cows Fazperickx, Norwich, Blacksmith Sept 17 at 12 
Off , 8, King st, Nowich 

Crort, Warne. Sherborne, Dorset, Carpenter Sept 18 at 
12.30 Off Re, City chmbrs. Catherine st. Salisbury 

Dexwis, Hexey Epwaep, Hoo St ——-. Kent, Farmer 
Sept 17 at 11.30 115, High st, Rocheste 

E.uis, Tom. Newark on Trent. Notta, Cycle agus Sept 19 
atll Off Rec, 4, a pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Forses, James St Luke’s rd, Westbourne Park 

18 at il feabocgier bidgs, Carey st 

‘RANK, Axs Damex Forp, Balsall Heath, Bir- 

Sept 17 at 11 


Faaissiis, + = ott Leoxagp, Brewer st, 
a t Keeper Sept 21 at 11 Bank- 


pon 
Hauge, Joux, Bury, kane, Plasterer Sept 17 at 3 19, 
st, Bolton 


Hartsaway, Feaxcis Eowazp, Shetton on Fosse, Warwick, 
Baker 15ati2 1, St Aldatest, Oxford 

Hi, James Grorez, Lincoln, Collector of Tolls Sept 17 
at12 31, Silver st, Lincoln 


Hitt, Syoxey Watrer, Lincoln, Tobacconist Sept 20 at 12 | 
Lincoln 


31, Silver 
Hosrey, Wii11am Morais, Saltisford, ae Baker 
Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, 8, High st, Co 
Hvcnes, Joux, Bangor, Merchant Bont: Tat 12 Crypt 
row, Chester 
Humruarrs, Owen Pierce, Talybont, Lianilechid, 
Carnarvon, Butcher Sept 19 at 73.30 British Hotel, 


Jougs, Davip, Maesteg, Glam, Engine Driver Sept 17 at 
1.20 Off Ree, tra ‘Bt Ma st, Cardiff 
+4 Epwanp, Ruthis, Denbigh, Watchmaker 
ebmbrs. te row, Chester 
Clapham. ealer in Domestic 
Sept 17 at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 
Bridge 


Maxson, S1pwzx Tuomas, Green Lanes, Harringay, Boot 
Sept 17 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Morros, Hexay Josera, Boston, Lines, Higgler Sept 19 
at2.15 4 and 6, West at, 
Neweerer, Tuomas Wits, Whaplode Drove, nr Wis- 
ee, Cambridge, Carpenter Bepe 17 at 1230 Off Ree, 
8, King st, Norwich 
Newros, Atrazp Wittiam, Haxey, Lincs, Farmer Sept 17 
at 1230 31, Silver st, Lineoln 
Funmes.< Jauns Maxxtxc, Easticigh, Southampton, Fish 
| a ey 2.30 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, 


pton 
Panties, Daviv Jous, Maesteg, Glam, Builder Sept 17 at 
Ree, 117, 8t Mary et, Cas diff 
Pocock, Fenonmes _ Cesniee, Outfitter Sept 17 at 12 
rey « 

Paton, Josern Witiism, Cale st, Chelsea, Publican Sept 17 
at ll oon aed ruptey bldge, ( Carey at 

Roeeers, Jon. ‘estiniog, ane, Quarryman 

Gapt'tb ot 11.20 Oxy Coyyt chee, row, Chester 

Sara, omen Witiian, Sontsen on Tees, Grocer 

18 at1220 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Midd h 

Uswis, Joux Gerorce, Darlington, Commission Agent 

Sept 16 at 1220 Off Rec, 8, Albert ri, Middleshrough 

Warn, Heser Tuouas HERBHALAL HASHBAZ, Bingwoo4, 

ph ~ oA Off Ree, City 


Wun, Witusax, Woore, nr Newcastle under Lyme, Hay 
Dealer Pn Watliw Off ms Neweastie, Stalls 
a gepesicx, Ludlow, 8. ee. Se Bootmaker Sept 17 
4, Cora 84, Leominster 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Axverws, Dorm, Eaton Bray, Beds, Publican Luton 
sept 4 Os Rept 4 
Bone, Fesee, . am, Harpenden, Herts St Albans Pet May 1 
Davina, Ceage ons , Whitlan4, Carmarthen, — ype 


D ——— Pes net Ord Sept 4 
esis, Hexny Eowsnn, Hoo 61 Werburgh, K nt, Parmer 
_. Bocdveter Pet het i Ori Get i — 





Eeermarton, Farpenice Aubert, P Radnor, Boot 
Dealer’ Leominster Pet July 9 bent 3 

Wasseuay, Faasces Kevtawp Scorr toma Beewer st, 
ey st, Restaurant Keeper High Court Pet Sept 5 
0: 5 


anor —. Draper Sunderland Pet 





July 12 Ord A 
—_ Sept aera x Plasterer Bolton Pet Sept 3 
‘Heat, Tom, Pok th, Builder Poole Pet 


July 30 Ord rate 
Hitt, James Seenen, Lincoln, Collector of Tolls Lincoln 
Pet Sept 1 Ord Sept 
Hitt, Sypyvey Witen, " stainili Tobacconist Lincoln 
Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Hoare, Freperick, Coventry, Fish Salesman Coventry 
Pet Sept 3 Ord Sept 3 ¢ 
Lesurz, ARTHUR a 9 Cromwell rd High Court Pet 
June 27 Ord Sept 5 
Mortox, Hesry Joserpu, Boston, Lincs, Higgler Boston 
Pet Aug 31 Ord Aug 31 
Mutrorp, Arruur Henry, Comeragh rd, West Kensington 
h Court Sept 4 Ord Sep’ t 4 
Bowne, Sanaa Wit.ian, Gone. Lines, Farmer Lincoln 
‘et 30 


ug 
Paereipes, WILLIAM, Wandeworth Pot Battersea, Com- 
mercial Traveller Wandsw Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 
Peckuam, F reese, een 
gate High Court” Pet. Aug 3 Ord Sept 
Poonex, James Mawnina, Eastleigh, Sontherpton, Fish 
Dealer Southampton Pet Sept5 Ord Sept 5 
Rose, Samvuen, Benwick, nr March, Cambs, Draper Peter- 
borough Pet Aug 13 Ord Be t 3 
er“ 1 Joun hy pa Lincoln, Carter Lincoln Pet 


Sus anne rae le Street, Builder Durham Pet 
Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 





Srantey, Feeperice CHarces, “uae Baker 
Wolverhampton Pet Sept 4 

Srartina, Sternen, Cley next 24 Sea, P Norfolk, Grocer 
Norwich PetAug7 Ord Sept 

Taompsox, Lunp. Bingley, Yorke, , Bradford Pet 
Aug 9 Ord Sept 5 

Terpcrort, Crat, Arraur Lexnox, Westm'nster Palace 
gdas, Artillery ny Wine Merchant High Court Pet 
July 10 Ord Sept 

Urriey, Tuomas, Tcossight, Manchester, Tin Trunk 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Sept4 Ord Sept 4 

Warp, Hewry Taomas ManersHALALHASHBAZ, seeeet, 
Hants, ——— Salisbury Pet Sept 4 Ord Sept 4 

Wuiraxeer, B Bradford, General Dealer Bradford Pet 


July 21 Ord Sept 3 
Witurams, Freperick, Salop, Boot Maker 
Leominster Pet Sept5 Ord t 5 
Wrnvs, Arnrnur Jouy, Westcliff on . Essex, Job Master 
Chelmsford Pet Sept3 Ord Sept 3 
Amended notice substituted for those published ia the 
London Gazette of July 24 and Aug 28: 


Tuaner, ALnert Erxest Rosuworra, Blackburn, Painter 
lackburn Pet July 21 Ord July 21 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 

Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SoLicirors’ JOURNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in Wrapper, 52s., 
post-free. Soxicrrors’ JOURNAL only, 26s. ; 
Country, 288. ; Foreign, 30s.4d. WEEKLY 
REPORTER, in Wrapper, 268.; Country or 
Foreign, 283s. 

Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; hulf 
_law calf, 5a. 64. 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMIN ATIONS; B; payment by result. 

—Particulars on appli y letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, W. 








ST. ANDREW'S HOSPITAL 


MENTAL DISEASES, 
NORTHAM PT O N. 
For the Upper and Mi Middle Classes only, 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE EARL SPENCER, K.G, 


The Institution is pleasantly situated in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the Northampton Station of the 
London om North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
one-and-a-half hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds. 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, 

to the requirements of the =. These terms may be 
sodneed by the Committee of Management under special 

Patients i rates can have Special Atten: 

comes ant O get) Private Rooms in the Hospital 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
iouiees Park, a branch establishment, two miles from the 

‘There ‘i is also a Seaside House, Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 
Lianfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully situated in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be sent. 

be = faee information apply to the Medical Superin- 
te 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 


FOR GENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 


Privately or under the Inebriates Acts. 
Two Resident Medical Officers. 


Terms - - - - - 14 to 3} Guineas. 
3 mile from Station, G.E.R 


Apply to “Superintendent,” Hillside, Bantiagford. 
INEBRIETY. 


MELBOUBNE HOUSE, LEICESTER, 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 


i jientete ae SEVESTRE, M.A, 
). Principal : RILEY, ‘Assoc, S00, 
¢ of Tacbriety. Thirty ER Experience. Excellent 
Bia References. For terms and particulam 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
TeLeoraPHic Appress: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Treatment of INEGRIETY. 


DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 
RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
_ under the Act and privately. 
Co PPT D. HOGG, M-R.C.S., &., 
Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, FE vapentis mr 














For 
Vor Terms, 





Overlooking the Green of the Law Courts. 


LEMENT’S INN, STRAND. — Several 

SUITES of Magnificent OF FICES TO BE LET, con- 

taining from one to twenty rooms on the first floor, suit- 

able for Professional Men, Limited Companies, &c. ; day 

and night service of lifte; constant supply of hot and cold 

water; catering at moderate charges if required; rents 
frem £35 per annum. 

For plan and further particulars apply to 
THE MANAGER, Estate Office, Clement’s-inn, Strand. 





SOLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, solicitor, COACHES candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final 
Examinations, in class or by mce.—For par- 
ew ned apply Taomas BR. Faost, 38, Chancery-lane, 





AW.—Solicitor, of great experience in 

4 Management of Conveyancing, Litigation, and 
General Practice, desires Engagement.—Lxeca., Willing’ 5, 
73, Knightsbridge. 5.W. 


youNne SOLICITOR, good family and 
education, Seeks Evening Post, Secretary-Companion, 
Position of Trust ; general experience and ability; first- 
class baritone voice; home work or otherwise; highest 
references, — Box 16, “Bolicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 


DVERTISER—Business Man of good 

education, knowledge of Conveyancing, has held a 

solicitor’s clerkship —Desires Re-engagement.- Guapon K. 
Bextos, Bourne. 


ANTED, from March next, Residence in 
Hants ; 4 bed ney reception; large grgion or grass 
land about 1 sere; rent £30 to £45.—Apply, F. ¥., care of 

“ Bolicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, © -lane, “C, 




















TI\HEOBALD’S ROAD, GRAY’S INN, 

Ww. c.— —Well-lighted Buites of Offices to be Let for 

pr or purposes in oy my recently re- 

— —# decorated. Electric light, gas, and modern 

ranitation. Rents from £70 to £175 per annum, or 42 

ears’ lease would be suld,—Apply, May & Rowven, 27, 
dox -street, W. 


I AILIFF'S OFFICE, 21, Penton-place, 

London, W.C, —RENTS COLLECTED and RE- 
COVERED; AUCTION SALES conducted. Solicitors’ 
and Railway References, 


Crt FREEHOLD Shep Property, let te to 
one of the finest tenants in London on a 42 y 
— without a break, at £600 per annum, will be dle 
prs per cent. clear, —Particulars vn only to bond fide 

ers or theie Solicitors by the C) Agcate, Boyton, 
Sows, & Trevor, 70, Coleman-street, BE 


OOLOGICAL GARDENS— 

















[4 OPEN DAILY from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 
ce Sundays, Fellowe and Fellows’ Orders only. Mondays, 
other avs, 1s, Children, 64. The Prince of Wales's 


Goiboseton bow on view. The Band of the ?nd Life 
Guards wil perform from 4 to 6 o’clock every Saturday 
until further notice, 
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